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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of the Claims 

1. Claims 1, 3-12, and 14-22, are presented for examination. Applicant filed an 
amendment on 09/29/2008 amending claims 1 and 12; and canceling claims 2 
and 13; and arguing against the rejection of claims 1, 3-12, and 14-22, in Office 
action dated 03/25/2008. Examiner has considered Applicant's arguments 
carefully, but finds them non-persuasive. Therefore, the rejection of claims 1 , 3- 
12, and 14-22, is a FINAL rejection of the claims. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Examiner has considered Applicant's arguments with respect to Bose (6,271 ,863 
B1) reference carefully, but finds them not persuasive. Applicant argues that 
Bose "does not disclose any graphical tool which is capable of any association 
with another graphic to graphically represent the variance between the target 
value and the actual value." Examiner disagrees. Bose specifically discloses a 
graphic (Bose: Fig. 1) showing: "the independent variables are represented 
graphically by symbols that contain an element that is capable of representing 
the magnitude of a quantity in some graphical manner" (Bose: col. 2, lines 23- 
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27). Further, Bose discloses: "the magnitude of a variable may be represented by 
a length of an arrow" (Bose: col. 2, lines 27-28) and "a bar in a bar graph may 
also be used in this manner (Bose: col. 2, lines 35-36). Therefore, Bose discloses 
"graphical tool which is capable of ... association with another graphic to 
graphically represent the variance between the target value and the actual 
value." 



3. Examiner has considered Applicant's arguments with respect to Heckman 
(5,875,431) reference carefully, but finds them not persuasive. Applicant argues 
that Heckman "does not disclose any specific graphical interface which is 
suitable for representing planned values, target values or actual values in a 
graphical proportional in dimension to the value represented, nor ... any 
representation of variances between the target value and actual value." However, 
Examiner never claimed that Heckman discloses "any specific graphical interface 
which is suitable for representing planned values, target values or actual values 
in a graphical proportional in dimension to the value represented, nor ... any 
representation of variances between the target value and actual value." Examiner 
claimed that Heckman reference shows "the financial information including a 
planned value in respect of a pre-determined period of time, a target value being 
a proportion of the planned value at a pre-determined point during the period of 
time, and an actual value as at the pre-determined point during the period of time 
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(Heckman: col. 23, lines 19-23); and the variance between the target value and 
the actual value (Heckman: col. 23, lines 23-24). 

4. Applicant argues that "it would be unreasonable for a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Heckman and Bose as the documents are inherently different 
and each teaches a completely different system." Applicant argues specifically 
that "even in the unreasonable event of a person of ordinary skill in the art 
combining Heckman and Bose, the resulting combination would not have 
rendered the presently claimed invention to be obvious" under KSR International 
Co. v. Teleflex Inc., 550 US 398 (2007) ("KSR"). Examiner disagrees. 

Under KSR, the rationale to support a conclusion that the claim would 
have been obvious is that (1) all the claimed elements were known in the prior 
art; (2) one skilled in the art could have combined the elements as claimed by 
known methods with no change in their respective functions; and (3) the 
combination would have yielded nothing more than predictable results to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Here, (1) Bose discloses all the other elements of the claim 1, except the 
financial information including a planned value in respect of a pre-determined 
period of time, a target value being a proportion of the planned value at a pre- 
determined point during the period of time, and an actual value as at the pre- 
determined point during the period of time; and the variance between the target 
value and the actual value. Heckman discloses the financial information including 
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a planned value in respect of a pre-determined period of time, a target value 
being a proportion of the planned value at a pre-determined point during the 
period of time, and an actual value as at the pre-determined point during the 
period of time; and the variance between the target value and the actual value. 
Therefore, all the claimed elements were known in the prior art. (2) Heckman 
does not change the existing elements in Bose. Also, the elements in Heckman, 
which are combined with the elements of Bose, remain the same after combining 
the elements of Bose and Heckman. Therefore, one skilled in the art could have 
combined the elements as claimed by known methods with no change in their 
respective functions. (3) The results of combination of Bose and Heckman are 
predictable because the combination would have yielded nothing more than 
predictable results to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

Therefore, the combination of Bose in view of Heckman renders the 
presently claimed invention to be obvious under KSR. 



5. Applicant also argues that the claimed subject matter solved a problem that was 
long standing in the art. However, there is no showing that others of ordinary skill 
in the art were working on the problem and if so, for how long. In addition, there 
is no evidence that is persons skilled in the art who were presumably working on 
the problem knew of the teachings of the above cited references, they would still 
be unable to solve the problem. See MPEP § 716.04. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
§ 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-4, 6-8, 12-15, and 17-18, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Bose (6,271,863 B1) in view of Heckman (5,875,431). 

As to claims 1 and 12, Bose shows presenting financial information to a user 
wherein the financial information is represented by a graphic (Bose: Fig. 1) 
proportional in dimension to the value represented (Bose: col. 2, lines 23-37); 
associating the graphics with one another so that they are graphically 
represented to the user (Bose: Fig. 1); manipulating at least one of the graphics 
by adjusting the dimension of the graphics (Bose: col. 2, lines 3-5, 27-31 and 35- 
37); and modifying the financial information based on the manipulation of the at 
least one graphic (Bose: col. 2, lines 7-10). 

Bose does not show the financial information including a planned value in 
respect of a pre-determined period of time, a target value being a proportion of 
the planned value at a pre-determined point during the period of time, and an 
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actual value as at the pre-determined point during the period of time; and the 
variance between the target value and the actual value. Heckman shows the 
financial information including a planned value in respect of a pre-determined 
period of time, a target value being a proportion of the planned value at a pre- 
determined point during the period of time, and an actual value as at the pre- 
determined point during the period of time (Heckman: col. 23, lines 19-23); and 
the variance between the target value and the actual value (Heckman: col. 23, 
lines 23-24). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have modified the method and system of Bose by the 
financial information including a planned value in respect of a pre-determined 
period of time, a target value being a proportion of the planned value at a pre- 
determined point during the period of time, and an actual value as at the pre- 
determined point during the period of time; and the variance between the target 
value and the actual value of Heckman in order to provide an access to data from 
which future costs can be predicted reasonably (Heckman: col. 2, lines 44-46). 

As to claims 3 and 14, Bose in view of Heckman shows all the elements of claims 
1 and 12. Bose also shows the financial information that the at least one graphic 
represents corresponds to the position of the graphic (Bose: Fig. 1), and the step 
of manipulating the graphic includes the step of moving the graphic (Bose: col. 2, 
lines 31-33). 
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As to claims 4 and 1 5, Bose in view of Heckman shows all the elements of claims 
1 and 12. Bose also shows the step of creating a graphic and the financial 
information represented by that graphic (Bose: Fig. 1). 

As to claims 6 and 1 7, Bose in view of Heckman shows all the elements of claims 
1 and 12. Bose also shows the step of storing the financial information (Bose: 
col. 1, lines 18-20). 

As to claims 7 and 18, Bose in view of Heckman shows all the elements of claims 
1 and 12. Bose also shows the step of substituting the at least one graphic with 
an alternative graphic (Bose: col. 2, lines 7-10). 

As to claims 8 and 1 9, Bose in view of Heckman shows all the elements of claims 
1 and 12. Bose also shows the step of representing the financial information 
wholly numerically (Bose: col. 3, lines 12-14). 



8. Claims 5, 9-11, 16, and 20-22, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bose in view of Heckman, and further in view of Groat 
(2001/0009003 A1). 
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As to claims 5 and 1 6, Bose in view of Heckman shows all the elements of claims 
1 and 12. Bose also shows the step of indication of positive and negative 
financial status (Bose: Fig. 1, label 106). Bose in view of Heckman does not 
show generating icons. Groat shows generating icons (Groat: page 4, If 48). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have modified the method and system of Bose in view of Heckman 
by generating icons of Groat in order to provide visual display of the financial 
status (Groat: page 1 , If 7). 

As to claims 9 and 20, Bose in view of Heckman shows all the elements of claims 
1 and 12. Bose in view of Heckman does not show that the planned value is a 
budget, and further including the step of generating icons representative of 
budget items within the budget. Groat shows that the planned value is a budget, 
and further including the step of generating icons representative of budget items 
within the budget (Groat: page 4, If 49). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified the method 
and system of Bose in view of Heckman by the planned value being a budget, 
and further including the step of generating icons representative of budget items 
within the budget of Groat in order to provide visual display of the financial status 
(Groat: page 1 , If 7). 
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As to claims 10 and 21, Bose in view of Heckman, and further in view of Groat, 
shows all the elements of claims 9 and 20. Bose also shows manipulating the 
graphic (Bose: col. 2, lines 3-5). Bose in view of Heckman does not show the 
step of associating a graphic with each icon whereby that budget item can be 
modified. Groat shows the step of associating a graphic with each icon whereby 
that budget item can be modified (Groat: page 4, ^ 49). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified the method and system of Bose in view of Heckman by associating a 
graphic with each icon whereby that budget item can be modified of Groat in 
order to provide visual display of the financial status (Groat: page 1 , H 7). 

As to claims 1 1 and 22, Bose in view of Heckman, and further in view of Groat, 
shows all the elements of claims 9 and 20. Bose in view of Heckman does not 
show the step of generating icons representing a time period over which the 
budget is to extend. Groat shows the step of generating icons representing a 
time period over which the budget is to extend (Groat: page 6, H 62). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
have modified the method and system of Bose in view of Heckman by generating 
icons representing a time period over which the budget is to extend of Groat in 
order to provide visual display of the financial status (Groat: page 1 , H 7). 
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Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bradski (6,538,649 B2) discloses computer vision control variable transformation. 

Heckel (4,697,178) discloses computer graphics system for real-time calculation 
and display of the perspective view of three-dimensional scenes. 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR § 1 .136(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to 
this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the 
THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR § 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire 
later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to VIRPI H. KANERVO whose telephone number is 
571-272-9818. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday, 
8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., EST. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Alexander G. Kalinowski can be 
reached on 571-272-6771 . The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

12. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Virpi H. Kanervo 
/Alexander Kalinowski/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3691 



